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Dear Mr. Cira,

This letter responds to your e-mail of May 4, 1998 in which you ask four questions
concerning the Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act (EPCRA) section 313
reporting requirements. Specifically, your questions concern the applicability of EPCRA section
313 to metal stamping operations.

As I understand your situation, a company in the electronic control industry is
considering installing a metal stampmg operation. Sheet steel stock, containing EPCRA section
313 toxic che a anti to produce metal parts. The
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micals above de minim quantltxes will be stamped to |
excess metal will be collected, packa, ged with mhm types of scr rap metal, and sentto a serap.
metal recycler. The thickness of the ste en tl the
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there is no release of an EPCRA section 31 3 toxic chemical. You also note that if the total
annual release is less than 0.5 pound, the amount of the release can be rounded to zero pounds
and will not negate the exemption

In your first question you ask if, assuming the article exemption does not apply, EPCRA
section 313 would apply to the scrap steel if it were sent by itself directly to a steel mill. EPCRA
section 313 reporting requirements are triggered when a facility meets the activity, employee,
and Standard Industrial Classificatio (SIC) code criteria. (40 CFR § 372.22) If these three

ort the releases and other waste management activities
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associated with the toxic chem ve Form R or, if additional criteria are met, submit the

Form A certification statement. Therefore, if the facility meets the thresholds, it would trigger

reporting of the toxic chemicals in the scrap metal regardless of whether the metal is packaged

with other types of scrap metal or not. Ho '°ver, if, because the scrap metal is not mixed with
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recovery steps, the facility would
of toxic chemicals remelted and
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directly reused are not reportable on the Form R.
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In your second question you ask if many facilities report metal emissions from metal

resnond to vour |nn|nnr we nerformed a guick search of the Toxics
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Release Inventory (T '). This database catalogues the tox1c chemical reieases and other wastes

management activities reported nursuant to EPCRA section 313. We searched for facilities that
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chromium, two EPCRA section 313 chemicals commonly found
ﬂ'mf of 287 facilities in SIC code 3469 (mpfnl stamnin

1at o L8 1 mn 310 ¢oge metai not ) suonitiing
Form Rs for 1995, 59 facilities reported for nickel and 53 facilities reported for chromium. Of the
127 facilities in SIC code 3452 (bolts, nuts, rivets, and washers), 39 reported for nickel and 42
reported for C}"""miui‘ﬁ and of the 98 facilities classified in SIC code 3465 (automotive
stampings), 26 reported for each of these two chemicals. We reviewed about ten of these forms.
All of these revie -d forms reported air emlesions for these EPCRA section 313 toxic chemicals.

Hopefully, this information gives you some idea of how many facilities performing metal
stamping operations are reporting releases and other w; qte management g_,_ their operations

Of cour hese

repof' ng these activities but shouid
ng thresholds and producing toxic
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chemicals in waste,
Next you ask if there are recommended methods for determining if the 0.5 Ib release limit
is exceeded from a metal stampmg operation. EPA recommends ;h t facilities use one or more

of the following methods for performing release and other waste management calculations of
CRA section 313 chemicals: monitoring data, mass balance, emissi
at
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all wastes generated from stamping operations (including fume, dust, sludge and
scrap pieces) are recycled or reused and the facility’s total releases will be d 0 51b hmn_ fm
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each listed chemical per year, the art
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and all quantities of that chemical in the __-;ta- sheets should be included in threshold
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determinations and release and other waste management caicuiauons.
In your final question you inquire about the availability of other exemptions o
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compliance guides applicable to the metal stamping operation. Wltho having more specific
information about the facility’s activities, it i h n
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guides, EPA is
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metal fabrica flpg industrv ouidance docnmenf)
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include discussions on metal stamping peratlo in metal fabricating industry guidance
document and to publish this document in late 1998.
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and other waste management calculations for sectio
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